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11 January 1972 



The Editor, Globe and Mail 



Dear Sir : 

Contrary to the evidence that it gathered and to the 
evidence that it declined to gather, the Warren Com- 
mission proclaimed that a certain "bullet , designated 
. ; Exhibit 399, struck the late Presedent Kennedy in the 
■back and emerged from the front of his neck, then went 
on to wound Govervor uonnally in three separate parts 
of his body. 

The doctors who performed an autopsy, of sorts, on 
the body of the President assured the Commission that the 
bullet which presumably passed through the President's 
neck left no fragments in that area. That assurance 
assisted the commission in ±± its efforts to make it 
appear that the president was shot by one person alone, 
firing from behind. It was feeble assistance, but ^ 
at least it was assistance, and for various reasons 
that assurance was absolutely essential for mairctaxiig 
maintaining the basic fiction of the Warren Report, the 
. • fiction that only one person shot the President. But 
what if there were fxagXHXis bullet fragments in the 
president's neck? That is to say, what if the autopsy 
doctors lied? Well, they did lie ;_t here were bullet 
fragments in the neck area. 

Early in 19® the U.S. government smsmixxiHnHii; 
secretly commissioned a 4-doctor panel, experts in 
forensic pathology and radiology, to examine photo- 
graphs and X-ray films of the murdered President's body. 

: : "Several small metallic fragments are present in .this 

(neck) region," they say in their secret report^ ,/ kept 
secret until 1969 when panic, not the public good, called 
, for its release. 

Now we learn that a man whom the Dew York Times 
(Globe and Mail, 10 Jan. 1972, p. 12) has the temerity 
to call an expert, a urologist whose defense of the Warren 
SEjaxat Report presently, as in the past, amounts to the 
sort of stuff that one regularly flushes down toilets, 
again proclaims the validity of the Warren Report, but 
seemingly puts the lie both on the autopsy doctors and 
on the 4-doctor panel. The autopsy doctors falsely stated 
‘ that there were no bullet fragments in the neck area; 

and, if we are to believe the latest "expert", the panel 
^incorrectly reported that there were several bullet frag- 
. , ments there. According to Dr. John K. Lattimer, -wfes - ra 
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who recently was allowed to view the X-ray films (for 
reasons which the u.S. government understands, hut which 
the new York Times may never understand), there were only 
two fragments in the neck area — "flakes", as Lattimer 
called them (for reasons which I and a few others under- 
stand) „ 

Do your readers wonder why researchers into the 
presidential assassination are exasperated by the proclam- 
ations of the most recent truth from the latest high 
authority? 

Never mind the exaspiration. It is enough to know 
merely that there was metal in the President’s neck area, 
whether it he several pieces, two, or even one small 
"flake" . (Do not be surprised if some governraent-diesig- 
nated "expert" soon steps forth to assert that, after 
all, there were no fragments — the government needs such 
an expert more than you can imagine.),^ The information 
that there were bullet fragments of any description in 
the President's neck area utterly destroys one of the main 
pillars of wet sand that seemingly support the Warren 
Report . 

The bullet. Exhibit 399, which supposedly passed 
through the President’s neck and also severely wounded 
Governor Connally, lost no fragments whatever-- none, 
not one. This is demonstrable in positive terms by 
reference to photographs in my possession. There is no 
region, no point, on any surface of that bullet where 
even a single small fragment can have been detached xxtksx: 
in the wounding either of President Kennedy or of Gover- 
nor connally. (The bullet which wounded Governor Connally, 
by the way, deposited at least one fragment in his chest,’ 
eight or more fragments in his right wrist, and another 
fragment in his left thigh.) Exhibit 399, which is the 
very backbone of the commission’s fatuous conclusion that 
one man shot the President, cannot have played any part 
in the wounding of either victim. When it came into 
the possession of the investigative authorities its 
surface was slightly distorted (very slightly), but it 
was fully intact, without any metal missing. 

It is amazing to me that Lattimer and others of his 
ilk can tell the little truths (for example, that there 
were bullet fragments in the neck area, and many other 
things that are equally revealing of u.S. government 
complicity in covering up for the real assassins of the 
President-- none of whom was Lee Harvey Oswald), and still 
get away with the big lie, the lie that photographs and 
X— rays of the President's body support the conclusions 
oi the Warren Report, nattimer can foster that lie 
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only with the co-operation of a complacent press, 
willing — indeed, eager — prominently to set forth the 
pronouncements of any and all sycophants who, in support 
of the Warren Report, would rather have the world than g&x 
gain their own souls. 

The photographs and x-rays either can show nothing 
pertaining to the question whether the President was 
wounded hy Pullets fired from separate locations, or 
they can say show that the President was wounded "by 
gunfmr e/delivered from at least two directions. They 
cannot show that the President was wounded kx only hy 
shots fired from behind. Such proof is inimical to 
existing, unassailable proof that President Kennedy was 
struck by bullets shot by at least two assassins firing 
from separate directions, front and rear. 

In fact, it is possible even now to know Cnotwith- 
standing Lattimer's proclamations to the contrary ) that 
the X-ray films do prove that the President was wounded 
by more than one assassin, and do prove, moreover, that 
officials of the u.S. government did cover up for killers, 
killers of their President. Things have been described 
about those pictures that cannot now be un-described 
without involving further duplicity, even beyond the 
duplicity that iiattimer favors. 

Dr. John K. Lattimer, urologist, chairman of the 
department of urology at Columbia University, is probably 
a fine urologist. He’s the man to see if you have problems 
with your urine, nut in matters that pertain to the 
assassination of President Kennedy, Lattimer is a faker. 
What's more, i think he knows that he is a faker. Your 
readers ought to know it too. 



Yours truly, 

Richard Bernabei 
24 Bishop St. 
Kingston, Ontario 

CO. The Editor, Kingston Whig-Standard 





